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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: Amendment filed 10/06/05. 

2. Claims 1-17 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 5, 10, and 13, are independent claims. 

3. Claims 1-17, rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sorge in view of 
Cho have been v^ithdrawn pursuant to apphcant's arguments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this tide. 

5. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1-17 are drawn to a series of mental and/or manual steps 
(i.e. a document processing system which contains a series of steps that do not require or contain 
a computer processor, etc.). In order for a claimed invention to accomplish a practical 
appUcation, it must produce a "useful, concrete, and tangible result" State Street, 149 F.3d at 
1373, 47 USPQ2d at 1601-02 (See MPEP 2106.II.A). A practical application can be achieved 
through recitation of "a physical transformation outside the computer for which a practical 
application in the technological arts is either disclosed in the specification or would have been 
known to a skilled artisan", or "Umited to a practical application within the technological arts" 
(MPEP 2106 IVB2(b)). Currently, claims 1-17 meets neither of these criteria. In order for the 
claimed process to produce a "useful, concrete, and tangible result, recitation of one or more of 
the following elements is suggested: 
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The manipulation of data that represents a physical object or activity transformed from 
outside the computer (MPEP 2106 IVB2(b)(i)). 

A recitation of a physical transformations outside the computer, for example in the form 
of pre or post computer processing activity (MPEP 2106 IVB2(b)(i)). 

A direct recitation of a practical application in the technological arts (MPEP 2106 
IVB2(b)(ii)). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
maimer in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sorge et 
al., USPN 6,613,098 filed (6/15/99) in view of Moseley, Microsoft Office 97, Professional 
Edition, Second Edition, 1997. 

In reference to independent claim 1, Sorge teaches: 

Whenever possible EXCEL uses existmg HTML tags to save the spreadsheet data into 
the HTML document. Tags related to the document and more specifically, to the document 
structure provide a suggestion of the limitation (compare to ''obtaining structure information 
describing the document structure''). See column 14, lines 1-43. 

A browser program will properly display the color as either blue or black for the values 
inserted into the HTML document, but HTML provides no mechanism for changing the cell 
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color as a function of the value of the cells. This type of formatting information is persisted by 
writing the information in XML, which suggests the meta information describing the documents 
properties (compare to ''obtaining meta information describing the document properties''). See 
column 12, Unes 45-67 & column 13, lines 1-34. 

MSO-Ignore enables EXCEL to differentiate between EXCEL parented data in an HTML 
document that should be displayed in EXCEL as a red front all the time and EXCEL parented 
data in an HTML document that should be displayed in EXCEL as a red font only if certain 
criteria are met (compare to ''obtaining document content'). See column 9, lines 1-40. 

The original formatting of the data in the parent spreadsheet program is also incorporated 
into the HTML document, such that the original formatting is ignored by a browser program, but 
available to be used by the parent spreadsheet program to recreate the original formatting when 
the data from the HTML document is reintroduced into the parent spreadsheet program (compare 
to "creating a physical representation for the document based on the obtained structural 
information, meta information^ and document content'). See column 4, lines 20-67. Creating a 
physical representation is broadly interpreted by the Examiner. A proficient example of a 
physical representation would be the document data inserted into the cells by the rountripping 
methods taught by Serge. 

The reference fails to explicitly state "transferring the created physical representation to 
the document repository", however, Moseley teaches a method that combines the benefits of 
worksheets and a document repository that is called a workbook. The linking method of Moseley 
provides the user with the flexibility of distributed spreadsheet technology that effectively 
leverages the infrastructure of the Internet. More specifically, the reference points to the retrieval 
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of spreadsheet data from a repository or workbook. See Moseley, Chapter 20, pages 503-520. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Sorge and 
Moseley before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the spreadsheet presentation 
methods taught by Sorge to include the repository methods of Moseley, because it would have 
given the user proficient access to data collections through the stored procedures provided by the 
document processing system. 
In reference to dependent claim 2, Sorge teaches: 

When the complete contents of such a file are translated into HTML, as is required for 
roundtripping, a collection of files, such as HTML, graphics, and binary are generated. See 
column 7, lines 55-67. 

In reference to dependent claim 3, Sorge teaches: 

The MSO-ignore property suggests a document identifier for the moved document. The 
employment of said identifier, if found, allows the browser program to ignore formatting 
instructions. See column 13, lines 1-35. 
In reference to dependent claim 4, Sorge teaches: 

The original formatting of the data in the parent spreadsheet program is also incorporated 
into the HTML document, such that the original formatting is ignored by a browser program, but 
available to be used by the parent spreadsheet program to recreate the original formatting when 
the data from the HTML document is reintroduced into the parent spreadsheet program 
In reference to claims 5-9, the limitations reflect the methods comprising instructions used for 
performing the methods as claimed in numbers 1-4, and in further view of the following, are 
rejected along the same rationale. 
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In reference to claims 10-17, the limitations reflect the system comprising instructions used for 
performing the methods as claimed in numbers 1-4, and in further view of the following, are 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-17 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J. Ludwig whose telephone number is 571-272-4127. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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